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LEXITAS

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 13
(Mendez, J.)

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-X
KENNETH THOMAS BRAKO,̂ . « «

Plaintiff(s),

• { •' :

Index No. 108714/01

UNOPPOSED SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

-against-
ADIENCE/BMI in care of SPECIAL CLAIMS SERVICES,
et al.

Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled action, pursuant to C.P.L.R. Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs’ complaint and cross-claims against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL

CORPORATION with prejudice, and after notice to all co-defendants there is no opposition, it

is,

ORDERED, that, all claims and cross-claims against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL

CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: /
/

1 /u
Joanuasior. Esq.
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP
One North Broadway, Ste.1005
White Plains, NY 10601
Attorneys for Defendant
American Optical Corppratjon

WEITZ & LUXENBE
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

•sssmm
SO ORDERED,

11 T0)\N —Udtii J.O.C HIM/ 3 g 2022HON. ADAM SILVEftA
JS.C.


